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REMARKS 

C laims 1-6 and 1 3- i 5s aie pending m the application C laims 7-12 and l°-24 ha\ e been 
cancelled withou; pieuidiee C laims 1 and 13 die independent Claims 1-0 and l^-i5> have been 
amended. 

Claims i-S and 13-1"" weie i ejected imdei 3^ U S C § 105w'0 as obwous m ^ lew ot U S 
Patent No o 442 142 to Bai-Ni\ C'Bai-NiO jud U S Patent Kn " 05S 853 to Biemei 
f * Biemei ") t lanns 6 and 1 S weie leiected undei 3> T T S C § iO^a > as obvious m ^ lew ut Bai- 
Niv, Biemei, and U S Patent No 6 ri'S ?2n to Unpnnda CUppuiida" ) 

The applicant lias amended claims l-o and 1^-1" and ie<-peetfnlly tia\eises rhe lejection 
and lequests leconsideidtion of the claims a-^ amended, foi Ehe ieason-= noted below 

Patentability of Claims 1-0 and 13-1^ 

Independenf eLiim 13, as amended leciEe-^ a tiansceivei pov^ei consumption legulatoi 
compnsmg d tianseeivei st,\te niachme including a full-on state a mll-otf -^Eate, and a pending 
wake-up on state ^heiem the tianseeivei state machine is eonfigmed to * tiansitiuii fiom the full- 
on -^tate to the fuli-off suite aftei filling to detect a leceived data signal foi ,i penod detemnned 
h\ a fust tmmig enemt tiaiisitiou fiom the full-ott state to the pending ^ake-up on state aftei 
failing to detect a lecened data signal foi an additional penod deteimmed b\ the fn-=t timing 
cucuit and to tiansition tiom the pending wake-up on state to the full-on state aftei sending out a 
data Imk signal, detecting a fust iecei\ed data signal m i espouse to the daEa link si mud within a 
fast penod deteimmed by a second tuning ciicmt. and detecting a second iecei\ed data signal 
afEei detecting the fust leceived dafd signal v\ifhm a second penod deteimmed bv the second 
signal timing circuit. ' 

The applicant lespectfulh submits that the leleieuces cited h\ the Office m i ejecting 
pieviously pending cldims i-24 whethei taken alone oi m duy combination, till to disclose d 
state machine that is configuied to ' tiansition fiom [a] full-off state to [a] pending wake-up on 
state aftei failing to detect a lecened data signal foi an additional penod deteimmed by [a] fust 
rmnng eiiunt and to tiansition fiom rhe pending w ake-up on state to the full-on aftei seudmg 



AMENDMENT 4_\T> RESPONSE UNDER ^ (_FR § 1.111 Page 10 

Sena: Mallei C-j^'oR^o " 3k' 0 ^5-0."^0 >1/BU14S3 

Filing Date: Jime 21. 2001 

Tiic METHOD AXT> \PAT~ S FOR RZ^IILATINvj TRANSCEIVER POWER. CONbL>IPTIO^- FOR \ 
TRANbt^R ER IN A <~< 1 \i>r~\K VTIONS NTTYvt l f X 



out a data link signal, detecting a first received data signal in response to the data link signal 
within a first peiiod determined by a second timing circuit; and detecting a second received data 
signal after detecting the first received data signal within a second period determined by the 
second signal timing circuit," as lecited in amended and pending claim 13. 

First, in rejecting then pending claims 6 and IS, the Office admitted that neither Bar-Niv 
nor Bremer disclose "controlling the transceiver to transmit link determination signals to devices 
on the communication network when the transceiver is in a power down mode." See. Office 
Aaron at 6. Thus, neither Bar-Niv nor Bremer disclose a state machine configured to "transition 
from [a] pending wake-up on state to [a] full-on state after sending out a data link signal." as 
recited in amended and pending claim 13. Consequently, the Office must rely on Uppunda to 
teach this limitation. See, id. 

Second, Uppunda fails to disclose the conditions under which data link signals are sent, 
or the conditions under which signals received in response to sent data link signals will cause a 
transceiver to enter a fully powered on state In paiticular. Uppunda fails to disclose a state 
machine configured to "transition from [a] pending wake-up on state to [a] full-on state after 
sending out a data link signal, detecting a first received data signal m response to the data link 
signal within a first period determined by a second timing circuit; and detecting a second 
received data signal after detecting the first received data signal within a second period 
determined by the second signal timing circuit." as recited in amended and pending claim 13. 
Consequently, even if the teachings of Uppunda can be combined with the teachings of Bar-Niv 
and Bremer as the Office suggests, the proposed combination fails to recite a state machine as 
recited in amended and pending claim 13. Consequently, amended claim 13 is patentable over 
Bai-Niv. Bremer and Uppunda, whether taken alone or in any combination, for at least this 
reason. 

Claims 14- IS depend from and contain all the limitations of claim 13. Consequently, the 
applicant respectfully submits that claims 14- IS are patentable over Bar-Niv, Bremer and 
Uppunda. whether taken alone or in any combination, for at least the same reasons that claim 13 
is patentable over those references, whether taken alone or in any combination as explained 
above. 



AMENDMENT 4_\T> RESPONSE UNDER ^ (_FR $ J. til Page 11 

Sena: Mallei C-j^'oR^o " 3k' 0 ^5-0."^0 >1/BU14S3 

Filing Date: Jime 21. 2001 

Tiic METHOD AXT> \RAT~ S FOR RZ^I~LATI\vj TRANSCEIVER POWER. CO\bL>IPTIO^- FOR \ 
TRANSC^R ER I\ A<~( y \£>r~\K VTIONS NTTYvt l f X 



Independenr claim 1, as amended, recites a method for legukstmg transceiver power 
consumption by using the state machine recited in independent claim 13. Moreover, claims 2-6 
depend from and contain all the limitations of claim 1. Consequently, the arguments nude above 
regarding rhe patentability of claim 13 are equally applicable to the patentability of claims 1-6. 
and the applieanr respectfully submits tlwf claims l-o are patentable over Bar-Niv. Biemer and 
Uppimd*, whether taken alone oi in /tny combination, for at least the same ieasons fhat claim 13 
is patentable over those inferences, whether taken alone or m any combination as explained 
above. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully .submits that drums l-o and 13-1 S me in condition for allowance, 
which action is kindly requested. The Examiner is invited to Telephone Applicant's attorney 
fM2-9('< 1-5320} if doing so will facilitate prosecution of this application 

It is believed that all ot the pending claims hme been addressed. However, rhe absence 
of a leply ro a specific rejeeriou, issue 01 comment does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that re jection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made slxn e 
may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons foi patentability of any or a\\ pending ckims toi 
other claims) thar have not been expiessed. Finally, norhmg in this paper should be consrnied us 
intended to concede any issue with regard ro any claim, except as specifically stated in this 
paper, and the amendment of an\ claim does nor necessaiily signify concession of 
unpatentability of the claim prior to its amendment. 

No fees are believed to be due at this time. However, if necessary, please charge any 
deficiencies or credit my o\ erpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-3521, reter cueing Attome> 
Docket No.O0o3-0260Ol BU14J>3. 



Respectfully submitted. 
Brake Hughes Beilemiann LLP 
/John F. Horvath Reg. No. 47,663/ 



Date March 30. 2010 



John F. Horvath 
Reg. No. 47,663 



